Introduction
In this paper, I shall re-examine the role of Lucius Arruntius Scribonianus in the rebellion against Emperor Claudius in AD 42.
1 I seek to demonstrate the complexity of this episode, suggesting that -although the governor of Dalmatia had significant military power -he was not a candidate for the throne. This will be done in two ways; by evaluating of all primary sources relevant to the causes, execution, and reasons for the failure of the rebellion, and by discussing the recent works on the subject. In order to better understand the circumstances of Scribonianus' rebellion, the historical background will be summarized (2) . After providing an overview of written sources -both literary and epigraphic (3) -I shall go on to examine the information provided by them (4). The focus is on the questions which have been left unanswered by previous studies. What are the causes of rebellion? Why did it fail? Should Scribonianus be labelled as a person aspiring to take the throne? How can we assess the role of other conspirators? I will also address the issue of material traces that could either be linked to the 1 accept the army's choice and to endorse the new emperor.
11 Claudius was therefore well-aware of the Senate's attitude towards him. 12 Dalmatia, the location of the rebellion, was completely incorporated into the administrative structure of the Roman Empire. 13 Established at the end of Augustus' reign, by Claudius' time the province had already been under the governance of imperial legates (legati Augusti pro praetore provinciae Dalmatiae) for several decades.
14 As both the military and civil commander, a legate held almost unlimited power in the province entrusted to him. 15 The judicial power he exercised should not be disregarded, either. Legates visited the province regularly, summoning the courts (conventus habere) in three judicial assemblies: Salona (Solin), Narona (Vid) and Scardona (Skradin).
16 Salona was also the provincial capital. For the first emperors, it was of vital importance to have military power at their disposal in a province that close to Italy. 17 Hence, two legions were settled in Dalmatia in the early 1 st century AD: the Seventh (legio VII) and the Eleventh (legio XI). The former was stationed in Tilurium (Gardun), the latter in Burnum (Ivoševci).
18 Both garrisons were a short distance from the provincial capital and the governor's seat. Military camps also guaranteed protection to the coastal region in case of peril from the hinterland. 19 Roman governor commanded auxiliary units as well. 20 The III Alpinorum, I Belgarum and VIII voluntariorum civium Romanorum left the most abundant material evidence. 21 
Sources
The literary sources for this subject have been presented on multiple occasions.
22
It must be pointed out that ancient authors mentioned Scribonianus' rebellion only 11 Suet. Cl. 10; Dio Cass. LX, 1, [2] [3] Joseph. AJ XIX, [212] [213] [214] [215] [216] [217] [218] [219] [220] Cf . LEVICK 1990 : 93-103. 13 WILKES 1969 MATIJAŠIĆ 2009: 182-195. 14 Cf. JAGENTEUFEL 1958 : 12-19. 15 PREMERSTEIN 1924 : 1133 -1149 Plin. NH III, 139; 142. As a reminder of the troubles the Romans had in Dalmatia one can recall Augustus' intervention several decades earlier (6-9 AD). The war waged on the Pannonian and Dalmatian communities caused panic in the Imperial capital itself (Vell. Pat. II, 110) . For the bibliography, see MATIJAŠIĆ 2009: 181. 20 The epigraphically attested individual units are listed in : WILKES 1969: 471-474. 21 ZANINOVIĆ 1996a: 209-220. I 1897: 144-145; JAGENTEUFEL 1958: 19 ff; ŠAŠEL KOS 1986: 198-200; IVANIŠEVIĆ 2002: 68-69; CAMBI 2009. occasionally. The episode is almost exclusively incorporated into narratives related to the reign of Emperor Claudius. The most of the account is derived from the works of Tacitus, Pliny the Younger, Suetonius and Cassius Dio. 23 The latter's narrative is the most exhaustive one. This is no surprise, knowing that Dio, like his father, served as an imperial legate in Dalmatia. 24 The writings of Seneca the Younger, Flavius Josephus and Paulus Orosius provide some additional details. 25 Likewise, a fourth-century anonymous author gives a brief account of the rebellion.
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The epigraphic confirmation of the governor's name and offices is also wellknown. 27 Although the chief pieces of evidence are derived from tombstones, both private inscriptions and boundary stones provide some help. For the purpose of this paper, the stone monuments can be subdivided into two categories. While the first category includes the mentions of Scribonianus, the other category includes references to the two legions involved in the rebellion. Scribonianus' name is confirmed on two stone monuments from Roman Dalmatia. One of them is a boundary stone unearthed in the northern part of present-day Bosnia and Herzegovina.
28 It refers to the local communities engaged in a territorial dispute in which the legate acted as arbiter. 29 The other inscription is from Salona, bearing the name of a certain Felicius, the governor's slave. It attests to the fact that Scribonianus probably had a household in the provincial capital. 30 Several tituli from the Apennine Peninsula mention him as a consul.
31 Furthermore, dozens of funerary stelae, mostly from Salona's surroundings, give copious information regarding the soldiers of Legions VII and XI. 32 In addition to the legionary garrisons (Burnum and Tilurium), two other sites related to the rebellion should not be overlooked. The first is Siculi (Resnik), a 23 The list of relevant sources is attached in the Appendix. I 1897: 313-314; MILLAR 1964: 23-24. 25 Sen. Apocol.; Joseph. A. I. XIX; Oros. VII, [6] [7] [8] Epit. Caes. IV, 4. 27 ROHDEN 1895 : 1264 JAGENTEUFEL 1958: 19-21 Claudian military settlement situated in a bay slightly west of Salona, and the second Aequum (Čitluk), the only Roman colony established in the hinterland of the province. 33 What makes them important for this research is that in all probability Claudius set them up as a sign of gratitude to his loyal veterans. Recent archaeological excavations in the aforementioned military camps and colonies have furnished some fresh material which can be linked to the rebellion.
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The course of the rebellion according to written sources
In order to gain a better insight into the subject, we shall take a closer look at the conspirators. A prominent man and a competent general, Scribonianus is universally regarded as a central figure of the rebellion against Claudius. 34 He was the natural son of M. Furius Camillus (cos. 8) and the adopted son of L. Arruntius (cos. 6). Let us now re-examine the literary sources for the rebellion. Suetonius puts an emphasis on the change of the oath of allegiance by Dalmatian legions (legiones sacramentum mutaverant). 43 With regard to this, it has been argued that the legions violated the oath of allegiance given to the governor (sc. to Scribonianus). 44 According to that interpretation, Suetonius used the phrase legiones sacramentum mutaverant in order to explain the reasons of the rebellion's failure, not its cause. However, that is not precisely what Suetonius' account suggests. 45 Quite the opposite, the biographer noted that the legions had changed (mutaverant) the oath of allegiance given to the emperor. This means that they took the oath twice: first to the legitimate emperor -obviously upon his ascent to the throne in January AD 41, and then to another commander-in-chief in AD 42. Suetonius even used the Latin verb muto in the pluperfect form, thus suggesting that the army at fist changed the oath of allegiance and then repented. I would therefore suggest a different interpretation: the change of the oath of allegiance given to the emperor should be regarded as the cause of the rebellion, not the reason for its failure. It has also been argued that at first, only some, not all, of the troops were sympathetic to Scribonianus' cause.
46
Once again, if Suetonius' text is carefully read, it becomes obvious that this was not what the author intended to say. Suetonius is fairly explicit: quae (sc. legiones) sacramentum mutaverant. He in fact implies that all troops changed their oath of allegiance, i.e. Legions VII and XI, respectively.
The question is, rather, who was the man to whom the legions offered their loyalty? Was it Scribonianus or someone else? This is where Dio's account fits in. In the opening section of his account of these events Dio stated that after the death of Junius Silanus (on Claudius' orders) Romans no longer cherished fair hopes for the emperor.
47 If Dio's appellative Romans were to be understood as 43 Suetonius refers to the mutiny in Claudius' biography, more precisely in a chapter which discusses the Emperor's suspicions and fears (Suet. Cl. 13). The biographer noted that Claudius had constantly been exposed to all kinds of perils (nec expers permansit). He even listed them in a polysyndetic sequence: et a singulis et per factionem et denique civili bello infestatus est. The circumstances of each of them are described in detail. The first on the list was an attack executed by an unnamed man armed with a dagger. This was followed by a conspiracy organized by a faction led by Asinius Gallus and Statilius Corvinus. Their motives are somewhat unclear. Suetonius merely states that they won over many slaves for their cause. The third category of conspiratorial activities was undoubtedly the most severe. Describing it, Suetonius used a rather powerful syntagm bellum civile. Apart from Tacitus (Ann. XIII, 43), Suetonius is the only author referring to the episode as a civil war. The misunderstanding may be caused by the Croatian translation of Lat. legiones sacramentum mutaverant as "legions violated the oath" (in the Croatian translation "legije koje su prekršile zakletvu"), cf. HOSU 1978 : 201. 46 WILKES 1969 referring to the senatorial elite in Rome, the excuse for further actions would be obvious. According to the Graeco-Roman historian, the conspiracy was not originally developed in Dalmatia, but on the other side of the Adriatic. The architect of the plot was the wealthy and influential Annius Vinicianus, along with several distinguished senators. 48 Vinicianus was among the senators who participated in Caligula's murder only a year before. 49 He was even proposed for the throne that year. The account of Josephus Flavius provides some insight into his activities.
50
According to Josephus, although Vinicianus was a strong candidate for supreme magistracy, he endorsed another candidate, Marcus Vinicius. It seems that Vinicianus did not a priori want to be invested with the imperial purple in AD 41. His primary objective was to dethrone Caligula and establish the domination of the senatorial aristocracy. However, when Claudius surprisingly took the throne, Vinicianus changed his mind and decided to assume the reins of power. Being in Italy and having no military force at his disposal whatsoever, he requested Scribonianus' help. The latter was -again according to Dio -already plotting against the emperor.
51 Vinicianus spent the entire time between Caligula's death and the end of tumultuous events of the following year in Rome. It seems reasonable to hypothesize that he tried to influence the army during that time. There were several groups he could have reached out to for assistance: the Praetorian Guard, the Urban Cohorts and the Imperial German Bodyguard. This was another reminder that it was not the emperor who held power in Rome, but the army. Nonetheless, it was out of the question for the city's armed forces to undermine the authority of the emperor. The debt was mutual: while Claudius owed his throne to them, they were indebted to him for the lavish salary they received in exchange for their fidelity. Unlike Vinicianus, in Dalmatia Scribonianus had a significant military force at his disposal. His province was conveniently close to the Apennine Peninsula; his reputation, manners and behaviour were acceptable to the senatorial aristocracy in Rome. Thus, he was a desirable candidate to bring Vinicianus' designs to fruition. I am therefore inclined to think that, at least in AD 42, Vinicianus was after the throne, hoping to obtain military support from across the Adriatic Sea. Suetonius' sequence denuntiato ad novum imperatorem itinere thus aptly fits in this interpretation, suggesting that Scribonianus and his army aimed to march to Vinicianus in Rome.
Even still willing to dethrone the legitimate emperor. That said, I would argue that Scribonianus' decision to take full control over the local army was of extraordinary importance for the early imperial history. It seems that the governor of Dalmatia was among the first in the Empire who foresaw where the true secret of the empire laid, which Tacitus accurately pointed out some decades later. 52 The power of the army and the pertinence of their commander suggested that a new ruler could be hailed in the provinces just the same as in Rome. According to Suetonius' account, there is no doubt that Scribonianus did convince Dalmatian legions to join Vinicianus' side, even for just five days. It seems that the legate made the same decision Vitellius did in AD 68, when he took four legions from Germany to Italy in order to confront Galba. 53 For all that, this does not suffice to claim with confidence that Scribonianus wanted the throne for himself. The main attestation seems to be derived from Dio's note that Claudius was so intimidated that he was ready to renounce the throne in his (i.e. Scribonianus') favour. 54 This could be interpreted as Dio's notion of two parallel candidates for supreme power -Vinicianus in Rome and Scribonianus in Dalmatia. However, I would not simply assert the reliability to the emperor's assessments, particularly in moments of panic and confusion. To support this, let us recall a comment that there was nothing for which Claudius was so notorious as timidity and suspicion. 55 In other words, the Emperor's fear of the military power in the hands of Dalmatian legate does not mean that Scribonianus was seeking the throne. Once more, Suetonius has more to tell us about the Emperor's fears. According to the biographer, when the rebellion began, Scribonianus felt sure that the Emperor could be intimidated even without resorting to war. Accordingly, he addressed a letter to Claudius ordering him to give up his throne and betake himself to a life of privacy and retirement. 56 Again, not a single word about Scribonianus willing to assume imperial power.
The two narratives differ in their accounts of the reasons behind the rebellion's failure. According to Suetonius, when, on the fifth day, the army was ordered to march to their commander, the soldiers were brought to repentance by a miracle.
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Their military eagles could not be adorned, nor the standards pulled up and moved. Is it possible that a mere superstition forced an entire legion to abandon their commander? It has been argued that Suetonius' claim could be explained by his personal attitudes towards the superstitious interpretation of certain events.
58
Accepting this view, I would suggest that sequence neque ornari neque signa conuelli moverique potuerunt not only provides the author's explanation of this particular episode, but highlights the power of symbols in Roman military history in general. 59 It is a known fact that a silver eagle was the principal standard of a Roman legion, each legion carrying one. Apart from being a practical device designating the meeting-point of a military unit, an eagle also had an important symbolic function which should not be overlooked. The loss of an eagle was considered to be a sinister omen. As a literary analogy we can propose an account from Valerius Maximus' record on the famous Battle of Lake Trasimene in 217 BC.
60 Furthermore, the word for eagle (Lat. aquila) was written in the singular. This implies that the act of disobedience took place in one of the Dalmatian military camps, either in Burnum or in Tilurium. On the other hand, Dio gives a rather pragmatic explanation for the failure of the rebellion. Scribonianus allegedly promised his soldiers he would restore the Republic and give them back their ancient freedom.
61 This is another proof that the governor was not keen to take the absolute power for himself. Suspicious and reluctant to fight again, the legions deserted him. To put it mildly, the soldiers were not delighted by the notion of "the name of the people" and "ancient freedom". The idea of the Republican libertas was anything but an attractive offer for the early Imperial army. Although many decades had passed, the collective memory of the civil wars was still fresh. When he was about to join battle with Hannibal at Lake Trasimene and gave orders for standards to be pulled up, his horse slipped and he was thrown over its head to the ground. Nothing daunted by the prodigy, he threatened the standard-bearers who told him that the standards could not be moved from their positions with a flogging unless they dug them immediately. But would that he had paid the penalty for the rashness only with his own mishap and not with a great calamity of the Roman people! For in that battle fifteen thousand Romans were killed, six thousand taken prisoner, twenty thousand put to flight." (Translated by D. R. Shackleton Bailey) 61 τό τοῦ δήμου ὄνομα, τὴν ἀρχαίαν ἐλευθερίαν (Dio Cass. LX, 15). I would therefore rely on Dio's rather than Suetonius' account of the reasons for the rebellion's failure.
Scribonianus' flight to the island of Issa is another notable detail. His choice of Issa has already been analysed. 62 It is worth noting that several decades earlier, during the civil war between Caesar and Pompey, Issa chose the losing side.
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After Pompey's defeat, once a flourishing Greek ἀποικία was left despoiled of its municipal rights. 64 It has therefore been suggested that Pompeian tradition possibly still lived on the island. 65 Thus Scribonianus, as a descendant of the illustrious Triumvir, put his faith in the Isseans, hoping he would find a secure asylum there.
66 I would however propose another, purely strategic reason for his retreat to Issa. During the civil war years (1st century BC) this Adriatic island was used as a military base of some sort. 67 Lost far away on the high seas, Issa served as a safe foothold for those intending to navigate across the Adriatic. Given that, it seems that Scribonianus' docking in Issa was mainly practical in nature. The governor eventually died on the island, either committing suicide or at the hands of a common soldier. 68 The latter version is derived from Tacitus. According to him, Scribonianus was murdered by a soldier named Volaginius. 69 The narrative of Pliny the Younger presents a similar picture. In one of his epistles, Pliny stated that Scribonianus was killed in his wife's arms. 70 Dio, on the other hand, merely noted that he died voluntarily. 71 It seems that the three sources do not exclude each other: after having voluntarily surrendered, Scribonianus was punished by being put to death.
A short note must be made on the individuals associated with Scribonianus and/or supporters of the rebellion. With his wife Vibia, he had a son named Furius Scribonianus. 72 There is no insight into their lives prior to the revolt. Upon her husband's death, Vibia was transferred to Rome to testify before Claudius. Since Pliny the Younger described the scene using the words cum illa profiteretur indicium, one can presume that she stood in front of the Emperor on her own volition, thus anticipating the death penalty. 73 We know, however, from Tacitus that Claudius condemned her to exile. 74 Furius, like the other sons of the conspirators, was spared.
75 Some years later he was banished, accused of having consulted astrologers about the date of the Emperor's death. Tacitus artfully noted that Claudius credited this punishment to his clemency.
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Apart from Vinicianus, literary sources mention two former consuls as Scribonianus' associates in the rebellion. Pliny the Younger and Cassius Dio mention the virtues of Caecina Paetus while Tacitus gives only a hint about the complicity of Q. Pomponius Secundus. 77 However, Flavius Josephus and Cassius Dio provide some details about Pomponius' role in the events after Caligula's death.
78 Pomponius was also mentioned in a process against the senatorial lieutenant P. Suilius Rufus. According to the accusations brought against him, he was driven by Suilius into the unavoidable civil war. 79 As we have seen, the only bellum civile in Claudius' era mentioned in the sources is the one from Suetonius' account of Scribonianus' revolt. It would however be highly speculative to dwell on the degree of Pomponius involvement. I am inclined to see Suilius' statement merely as a pretext to accuse Pomponius, since the latter was already a known opponent of Claudius' rule. Moreover, the fact that his role in the Dalmatian unrest was omitted in Dio's narrative suggests that one cannot unequivocally argue in favour of his compliance Unlike Pomponius, Caecina Paetus (cos. suff. 37) was certainly among those who plotted against Claudius. According to both Pliny and Dio, once the revolt had been thwarted, he was arrested and ordered to stand trial. Pliny's letter suggests that Paetus was still in Dalmatia when that happened. The army took him to a vessel which had to set sail for Italy. When he was about to embark, his wife Arria begged the soldiers to take her on board with him. Since her request was denied, she followed him in a fishing boat. The episode suggests that Scribonianus' rebellion most likely took place in spring or summer when it was possible to effectuate a long range navigation across the Adriatic in a boat as small as Arria's must have been. can be regarded as a vivid example of the Roman literary ideal of an exemplary woman. Upon her arrival in Rome, she was reported as having offered a dagger to her husband in order to pursue a noble death. 81 An epigram composed by the famous poet Martial shows that the episode was well-known in the antiquity.
82 As a result, Arria's memory was cherished in historiographic (Cassius Dio), epistolar (Pliny the Younger) and poetic form (Martial).
The sources are strikingly silent on the events following the end of the revolt. Only Dio notes simply that Claudius was encouraged by good news from Dalmatia. The Emperor first rewarded soldiers, the Legions VII and XI, respectively, by naming them Claudian, Loyal and Patriotic (Claudia Pia Fidelis) through the Senate. Then he sought out those who had plotted against him. 83 Many were forced to death, Annius Vinicianus among them. Thus his attempts were doomed both in AD 41 and 42. On the second occasion Claudius showed no mercy. A new legate was sent to the province, L. Salvius Otho (cos. suff. 33), the father of the homonymous emperor.
84 Otho was mentioned in Suetonius' Biographies as one of those who severely punished certain officers in Dalmatia (Otho 1). It seems that the Emperor did not reprehend him, given the fact that Otho was enlisted to the patrician rank in Rome and adorned with other refined gifts.
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Material evidence
In order to provide an overview of the material evidence of the rebellion, let us first draw attention to the military eagle mentioned in Suetonius' account (see above). I want to argue that Scribonianus' attempt failed in Burnum, thus implying that it was the Legion XI who was in the possession of this eagle. If we briefly summarise what is known about this site, perhaps the evidence will be clearer. Burnum was mentioned by Pliny the Elder as one of the fortresses ennobled by the battles of the Roman people. 86 Apart from Legion XI, during the Julio-Claudian period several auxiliary units were garrisoned there (Ala I Hispanorum and Cohors II Cyrrhestarum sagittaria). The Burnum area saw a military camp, an auxiliary fortress and -in Hadrian's time at the latest -a municipium. 87 The vicinity of the river Krka contributed significantly to the strategic importance of the site. As has already been mentioned, after the final establishment of the Roman military dominance in AD 9, the army attached the utmost importance to public security and the control of the key traffic routes in the province. In that context, several legionary and auxiliary units had been sent to Burnum's surroundings. 88 An inscription from Burnum, unearthed in the site of Šupljaja, allows us to date its construction to governor P. Cornelius Dolabella's period (AD 14 -20) . 89 The archaeological survey has shown that the military camp had been built in several stages, the third of which is of particular significance. This phase is marked by the construction of more spacious camp headquarters (principia) and a stone amphitheatre. 90 The new principia was erected in the last years of Claudius' reign, as recorded by two building plaques. 91 As for the amphitheatre, it had four entrances and followed the natural slope. A monumental inscription bearing the name of Emperor Vespasian, dated to the year AD 76/77, is taken as evidence for a terminus ante quem.
92 Nevertheless, as the material has shown, several earlier phases of amphitheatre's construction can be distinguished. Pottery (both Arretine and local ware), fragments of amphorae, glass, copper and bronze objects as well as coins have been unearthed on a vast scale. 93 The numismatic material supplies the most welcome information since almost all of it can be dated in the early Imperial period, ending with Claudius' reign. 94 Judging from the inventory, it seems fairly conclusive that the first stage of construction was completed in Claudius' time. I am therefore inclined to argue that the construction of the Burnum amphitheatre should be linked to the failure of Scribonianus' rebellion in AD 42.
95
Although an explicit material proof is yet to be found, one cannot fail to make the attractive conclusion that Claudius showed his munificence rewarding his soldiers with such an elaborate building. I would reinforce this presumption by the notorious fact from literary sources. Namely, Suetonius described the Emperor's magnificent gladiatorial shows.
96 Therefore, we know that every year Claudius organised games in the Praetorian camp in Rome, celebrating the memory of his accession to the throne. 97 The games were undoubtedly staged as a sign of grace A few words should be said about several other places directly or indirectly connected to the revolt. As has already been noted, Scribonianus left the coast and set sail to the island of Issa. The boarding port must have been the coastal town of Scardona (Skradin). Several facts corroborate this assessment. Firstly, Scardona was the main supplying harbour for the military camp in Burnum.
98
From the provincial capital to Scardona, Scribonianus could have arrived either by land or by sea. Special military units had been established to secure both free passage and the regular delivery of supplies.
99 Moreover, the imperial legate there had an official residence (praetorium) at his disposal. The building was almost certainly erected in early 1 st century. 100 Run-down during the period that followed, it was reconstructed in the reign of M. Aurelius, as attested by an inscription.
101
Another monument (sacer[dos] ad aram Augusti Lib [urnorum] ) testifies that the local community set up an altar for the practices of the imperial cult.
102 The population of Scardona and the neighbouring settlements congregated to this ara, as the common centre of religious worship. Scribonianus was to be expected in Scardona quite often, whether attending the court, offering sacrifices to the deified Augustus, or simply en route to the military camp in Burnum. Therefore, Scardona was most probably on the governor's itinerary during the last days of his life.
Once he recovered his political power, Claudius sought to strengthen the support of the loyal Dalmatian legions. This was accomplished by his magnanimous deeds either by giving the veterans land plots in Siculi and Aequum, or by adorning the legions with the pompous appellation Claudia Pia Fidelis. More than a hundred epigraphic monuments mentioning the soldiers of the Seventh Legion are known. Forty-four of them bear the post-revolt title Claudia Pia Fidelis. 103 The veterans of the Legion XI are mentioned on dozens of stone monuments. The vast majority originates from the coastal strip, i.e. the territories of Salona (Solin), Tragurium
98
The inscriptions from Mratovo (CIL III, 6418) and the surroundings of Roški Slap (the sixth cascade of the Krka river; CIL III, 2818; CIL III, 9885) both prove that the soldiers and veterans of Legion XI were present near Scardona in the first half of the 1st century AD (GLAVIČIĆ 2007: 252 (Trogir), Iader (Zadar), Scardona (Skradin) and Narona (Vid). 104 However, the first hand evidence for a veteran settlement comes from Pliny's account of Siculi. Enumerating communities along the east Adriatic coast, the author wrote: Siculi, in quem locum Divus Claudius veteranos misit. 105 Even though the exact location of Siculi has long been the subject of speculation for historians of the antiquity, up until recently very little was known of it. Finally, the survey conducted in 2007 brought to light huge amounts of pottery sherds, fragments of Proconnesian marble columns, Issean, Roman Republican and Imperial coins, as well as numerous objects in metal, glass and bone. 106 The most intensive period of occupation dates to the 2 nd and 1 st centuries BC. 107 The 1 st century AD in Siculi is characterized by significant spatial transformations manifested by setting up a new settlement over the earlier one. This period saw the construction of the new harbour and the extension of inhabited area outside the ramparts. What is more, the settlement is now attested in the adjacent agricultural land. Two epigraphic monuments mention the Legions VII and XI with the appellation Claudia Pia Fidelis. 108 One monument is attested in present-day Kaštel Štafilić, the area which overlaps with the territory of ancient Siculi to a considerable degree. 109 There is an inscription of a veteran from Siculi which omits the C. P. F. title. 110 Regardless of that, Betz and Pavan argued that the tombstone should be dated after AD 42. 111 Wilkes however left open the possibility that Claudius established the settlement in Siculi before AD 42.
112 I am inclined to the latter interpretation, since it is highly improbable that a soldier intentionally failed to include the title conferred for loyalty to the Emperor. Among the numismatic material dating to the 1 st century AD, a Claudian coin with the name and effigy of the Emperor on the obverse should be mentioned. 113 The reverse bears a personification of Liberty and Claudius' slogan Libertas Augusta.
Along . However, the most common slogan was constantia, abundantly attested on golden, silver and bronze coins.
118 It seemed reasonable to interpret it as the Emperor's reaction to insecurity of impermanence (inconstantia) and destructive fury (furor), the recognized features of Caligula's reign. 119 A wide range of novel syntagms leads us to the conclusion that Claudius deliberately established a new type of coins, firmly based upon his political principles. The evidence can be seen in the often used phrase constantia Augusti (as opposed to earlier constantia Augusta). Using the genitive case to express his title, the Emperor intended to emphasise constantia as a virtue closely related to his personality.
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Claudius' money is abundantly attested in both Dalmatian castra.
121 This was to be expected since -as P. Burgers showed -33.4% of all Claudian gold and silver coinage was struck in the years AD 41/42.
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The founding of Aequum is another element not to be disregarded. It is generally agreed that the colony was established late in Claudius' or early in Nero's reign. The town was officially named Colonia Claudia Aequum. The earliest literary information come from the second-century author Claudius Ptolemy (Geo. II, 16,7). The town is also mentioned by the Anonymus of Ravenna (IV, 16) and Antonine Itinerary (269, 6). A larger part of the new settlers came from the nearby Tilurium (Legion VII).
123 Out of the three epigraphic monuments which mention VIIth legion in Aequum, two bear the title C[laudia] P[ia] F [idelis] . 124 It would however be difficult to ascertain whether the foundation of Aequum was directly 114 RIC I², 128, [99] [100] 130, [115] [116] [17] [18] No. 9, 21; 123, 27, 28, 38, 39, 40, 47. 117 Idem: 44, [42] [43] [44] [45] [46] [47] [48] No. 2; 122, [13] [14] 123, No. 31, 32, 42, 43. 119 On the other hand, in his political satire The Apocolocyntosis divi Claudii Seneca the Younger vehemently derrided the Emperor's constantia. Among Seneca's salty jokes directed at Claudius was a Greek saying that one should be born either as a king or as a fool (μωρῷ καὶ βασιλεῖ νόμος ἄγραφος, Apocol. 1). 120 According to Cicero, the individuals who exhibit this kind of virtue should be considered wise and good, the chiefs, leaders and advisers of people and of the empire (Pro Sex. LXVI, 139). 121 ŠEPAROVIĆ AND PAVLOVIĆ 2013 : 459. 122 BURGERS 2001 On the possible dates for army's abandonment of the camp : RITTERLING 1925 : RITTERLING : 1619 WILKES 1969: 96; ZANINOVIĆ 1996b: 287. 124 CIL III, 14946; 9761. linked to the failure of Scribonianus' revolt. It has already been suggested that the establishment of the colony was preceded by an earlier settlement on the same spot. 125 Others argue that Claudius settled veterans in a site without any urban tradition. 126 Regardless of that, the site was not chosen randomly. The territory of Aequum was adjacent to one of the roads connecting Salona with the hinterland. However, lacking any direct evidence, I am reluctant to ascribe the foundation of Aequum to the tumultuous events in AD 42 categorically.
Conclusion
The actions of the Claudian opposition suggest that Scribonianus was no more than a suitable agent, providing the necessary aid to Annius Vinicianus and the senatorial elite in Rome. Although he should not be considered as a person aspiring to take the throne, the governor of Dalmatia seems to have had a clear view that an emperor could be hailed in a province. This fact deserves closer attention, and further views are welcome. Moreover, a different outline of the five-day civil war has been suggested. The legions changed the oath of allegiance and then repented, not vice-versa.
Drawing attention on the material traces of Scribonianus' rebellion, three sites may be directly associated with it. Both Roman military architecture and the funerary monuments from Scardona and its surroundings support the claim that Legion XI was the first to switch allegiances and abandon the governor. Scardona was the most probable port of embarkation on Scribonianus' way to the island of Issa. The territory of Siculi, beside its literary testimony, bears the epigraphical evidence of the veteran settlement. The coins Claudius minted were a testament of his fortune, conspicuously attached to the principles of ancient Roman virtue. After all, this was a manifestation of his right to rule imperial Rome. 
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